differ. He evidently considers it to be harmless. How-
ever   the   reasoning   that  you    have   employed   for
justifying the   tasting of the dishes and the pan is in
my opinion faulty. Why should one know the taste of
what one   does not   need or   wish to   take ? Do you
know that this is the reasoning that has been applied
to justify every form of vice ? It is the million times
told story of the forbidden apple. Why should I not
know the taste of the   thing I am asked  not to take
or touch ? But you must not worry. If you do not under-
stand my reasoning, you must argue with me patiently.
If you   appreciate   my   reasoning, it   is   to   serve   as
warning in the fixture. But it must not result in self-
reproach. There is no   cause for  it. The   incident is
trivial.    But trivialities possess   deadly   potentialities.
Hence the paternal warning.

I am writing this on the moving train during my
silence which finishes at 9 p. m.

With love,
10-l-'27                                                              BAPU

Can you decipher my writing?

Shrimati Mirabai,

Gurukul Kangri, via Haradwar,

Dist. Bijnor.
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